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Mr# Thoaee J. Kolley 
net, sir,, ?roicetuve Intelligence 
D, ^.Secret devise 

Sashington, 4.0, 20226 

bear &r* ;<*iley, 
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►(era 1' engaged in ta* work I do for ego grotlfioetlon or other 
personal or selfish resaoaa, I'd be offended *t your letter of eceaber 4, 
ealca 1 a aa 1 aeu i 1 to sy ftntelUgtse* add a ««lf-4»f»?»tlon of ftMri. it 
loaTOo ku no choice but to tobe it op«rt end melee a «Nord od.it e noa^ree- ' ; • 
panel venose bq 4, Indeed, whet » suspicious pereoa migtd eh-uroeterire ee 
deoortlveneee. I .do set have e low opinion of year intelligence or « entity, >■• 
•a .1 8 **um» tfcle, not, to 6«ve been eeeldeht&l. 
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Tear concluding sentence, pretendedly addressed to *11 bat one of tbe 
»eny proper questions raised in ay letter of U/34, is the only response to way of 
taem but one: the illegible ports of the one document, eh* deethneertifieete*' 

Thet aentence reede, in full, "Our file simply does not contain tfie* other 
ittfora^tioa or explanations you requested, " 

Ffoa cay by no» unfortunately extensive experience with govornaent by 
soamntiea, 1 immediately wonder about the first two words, "our" and "file", 
especially when you in this cone sign yourself as "deeietent Director, Protective 
intelligence" ( bat on the stationary of the "Office of the Director" )» wfceree* 
your previous letter, on the sea* letterhead, identifies you ee "isetotentr 
Director" only* ?r>«s this 1 think it is dot unreasonable to wonder if #11 you 
are haying is that a single file in protective Intelligence doe* not contain the 
information X seek, tne government ho s, sad under the law must provide am* 

Because I seek truth not scandal, sent to see jttetloo done with no 
noaecessory lujustioe, i U< ye undertaken to ba forthright with you people, even 
though this «r* not to my personal interest or benefit* If you »;>re familiar with 
the earlier correspondence, * indicated an intention to go to court to get what 
the law guarantees se* If you did not so understand this, then pleas* accept aid/ 
sincere aaaursnee* this la not only ay intention but I iuitj arranged for counsel* 
Sow 1 would like you end i$r, Sewley to w»k yourselves whet your position* personally 
ebd o# responsible offlaisle of the Secret Service will be, what lnog* of tno\ 
aecret Service will be cast, if sad when in » court proceeding, to take but one of 
the abundant such instance*, 1 6 coae* out thst t&* Secret Service# sc ye it does not 
hews, dees hut know where any Coot of the receipt it signed for the photographs and 
i.ccya of the a© -exiled autopsy ex e free i dent of the baited states i*t As I wee 
frank to tell you, every officior accounting of tnis ilia ie contradicted by every 
other one, end official records in ay possession, «s I olso toLd you under dote of 
11/34, indicate "these papers wero directed to you". If this is not enough to 4ic- 
turb you, add to it the failure of the Secret Service to respond in »ny my to «y 
proper question about about what hepseaed to the pictures in processing, these sane 
pictures turned >vor to it for "safekeeping*. 
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3boula you or i^r* Kowley deal*©, x cou go into Ju^fc about ©11 tUe 
rcquects * uove nuiuu of tu© o«Ci©t "©rvicc in identical or similar fashion# 1 
would bop** talc is not tuo cee©* but if you for on© minute doubt it* opk me# 

-iare X refer not ©1 n# to my letter of 11/B4# 

But wit a regard to tb© letter of 11/24* tUexe la not a single question 
I naked taet is unequivocally answered by your singls* evaaiv© sentence* and 
tbero ie not a aiqgl# one to wnied you cannot mske specific* unenuiToo«l response* 

I am not o lav.yer* but 1 hara consulted sad retained one of unquestionable 
competence# da agrees with my belief that ©»eh ©ml every itene ia covered by 
ths freedom of Information lew* that each one is outride *ny proper invocation of 
cny of its re strict ive provisions# ha ia an authentic export on this particular 
law* having been general counsel of the Seriate Committee whence it come* So* I 
esfc th#t you reread my latter «nd provide the moaningfhl answer ^hat without any 
possibility cf doubt you or otners in the secret Service can ond should# I ask 
that you do this promptly* for this is the requirement of the citea law* unnecessary 
delay in itself being a violation* end X stongly encourage you to review the 
entire file of correspondence In the acme manner *>hd for tu© $©aw>. purpose* It la 
not my deairs* or intent to embarrass you* ter* ftowley or the Secret Service* 
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There l e s strange lttepproprleteaasa ia. oil of this, for 1 ora the 
one writer working in the fi-ld who hes expressed say sympathy for the Secret 
Service end its employee# mi the one who ha* #jne out of hia way to defend 
thorn fgeinat foul charges falsely male rather widely . If you ore not swore of 
this, others in your agency era, and I sppreciote their expreeslona of thence 
delivered indirectly, 

la any avnt, 1 hope you can be persuaded that the time for shabby 
g?ra «3 with words ia past. 1 sled suggest that m ay reputations ond futures »re 
deeply involved end *n?y well be through coming genarotions, Beosu.%® 1 do not ior 
e minute believe that nnynno in tae -eoret 3*rvice whs in any way responsible for 
the assassination, wanted it or could ia any way beve prevented it, save by 
proUgibiting thio trip (and T do have proof it bed as much reason ia »4Ww« 
here a» It did la two other oontamoraneoua instances where it did to he action), 
in tne p? 33 t 1' hove offered to iiaouae the fruits of ray investigation with •*«r, fiowley, 
r*e a so seen fit to reject this offer, wuioa ia hia right. A now extend it to you, 
realizing yc-u cannot do it without his approval. »o sever, the situation he a changed, 
and A how attach two conditions* that my lawyer approve *nd that you undertake to 
assure mo that nothing you leem from me goes «ny further without ay specific 
agreement , 

Whether you accept this offer or not, I hopo tha evasions, equivocations 
and C 3 loe alternants ea this subject ere ell in the past, i eepeot raaaningful, 
specific responses to the reouasta A have made or specific reasons in each cane 
fr-r aot providing them. 


Sincerely, 


Harold weieberg 
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